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except that a meeting or series of meetings
by a committee or a subcommittee thereof
on the same subject for a period of no more
than fourteen calendar days may be closed to
the public on a motion made and seconded to
g0 into closed session to discuss only wheth-
er the matters enumerated in classes (1)
through (6) would require the meeting to be
closed followed immediately by a record vote
in open session by a majority of the members
of the committee or subcommittee when it is
determined that the matters to be discussed
or the testimony to be taken at such meet-
ing or meetings—

(1) will disclose matters necessary to be
kept secret in the interests of national de-
fense or the confidential conduct of the for-
eign relations of the United States;

(2) will relate solely to matters of com-
mittee staff personnel or internal staff man-
agement or procedure;

(3) will tend to charge an individual with
crime or misconduct, to disgrace or injure
the professional standing of an individual, or
otherwise to expose an individual to public
contempt or obloquy, or will represent a
clearly unwarranted invasion of the privacy
of an individual;

(4) will disclose the identity of any in-
former or law enforcement agent or will dis-
close any information relating to the inves-
tigation or prosecution of a criminal offense
that is required to be kept secret in the in-
terests of effective law enforcement;

(5) will disclose information relating to the
trade secrets or financial or commercial in-
formation pertaining specifically to a given
person if—

(A) an Act of Congress requires the infor-
mation to be kept confidential by Govern-
ment officers and employees; or

(B) the information has been obtained by
the Government on a confidential basis,
other than through an application by such
person for a specific Government financial or
other benefit, and is required to be kept se-
cret in order to prevent undue injury to the
competitive position of such person; or

(6) may divulge matters required to be
kept confidential under other provisions of
law or Government regulations.

(c) Whenever any hearing conducted by
any such committee or subcommittee is
open to the public, that hearing may be
broadcast by radio or television, or both,
under such rules as the committee or sub-
committee may adopt.

(d) Whenever disorder arises during a com-
mittee meeting that is open to the public, or
any demonstration of approval or dis-
approval is indulged in by any person in at-
tendance at any such meeting, it shall be the
duty of the Chair to enforce order on his own
initiative and without any point of order
being made by a Senator. When the Chair
finds it necessary to maintain order, he shall
have the power to clear the room, and the
committee may act in closed session for so
long as there is doubt of the assurance of
order.

APPENDIX B—“SUPERVISORS’ DEFINED

Paragraph 12 of rule XXXVII of the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate reads as follows:

For purposes of this rule—

(a) a Senator or the Vice President is the
supervisor of his administrative, clerical, or
other assistants;

(b) a Senator who is the chairman of a
committee is the supervisor of the profes-
sional, clerical, or other assistants to the
committee except that minority staff mem-
bers shall be under the supervision of the
ranking minority Senator on the committee;

(c) a Senator who is a chairman of a sub-
committee which has its own staff and finan-
cial authorization is the supervisor of the
professional, clerical, or other assistants to
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the subcommittee except that minority staff
members shall be under the supervision of
the ranking minority Senator on the sub-
committee;

(d) the President pro tempore is the super-
visor of the Secretary of the Senate, Ser-
geant at Arms and Doorkeeper, the Chaplain,
the Legislative Counsel, and the employees
of the Office of the Legislative Counsel;

(e) the Secretary of the Senate is the su-
pervisor of the employees of his office;

(f) the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper is
the supervisor of the employees of his office;

(g) the Majority and Minority Leaders and
the Majority and Minority Whips are the su-
pervisors of the research, clerical, and other
assistants assigned to their respective of-
fices;

(h) the Majority Leader is the supervisor of
the Secretary for the Majority and the Sec-
retary for the Majority is the supervisor of
the employees of his office; and

(i) the Minority Leader is the supervisor of
the Secretary for the Minority and the Sec-
retary for the Minority is the supervisor of
the employees of his office.

—————

HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES

SERGEANT KEITH E. FISCUS

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I rise
today to reflect on the life and service
of Army SGT Keith E. Fiscus. Keith
epitomized the best of our country’s
brave men and women who fought to
free Iraq and to secure a new democ-
racy in the Middle East. He exhibited
unwavering courage, dutiful service to
his country, and above all else, honor.
In the way he lived his life—and how
we remember him—Keith reminds each
of us just how good we can be.

Keith was born to Pamela and Dar-
rell Fiscus in Glendale, CA, in 1980. His
family moved to Townsend, DE, in 1998.
He was the second oldest of four chil-
dren and is survived by an 18-year-old
brother, Jordan, and two sisters,
Korrie, 16, and Dena, 28. My heart goes
out to each of them.

Keith finished his senior year at
Glasgow High School in Newark, DE,
and graduated in 1998. After his gradua-
tion, Keith took a job in the produce
department at Genuardi’s supermarket
in Glasgow, DE, and then worked as a
customer service representative for a
major credit card company. He en-
rolled in business classes at Delaware
Technical & Community College but
soon decided that his interests didn’t
include sitting behind a desk in an of-
fice or classroom.

Inspired by his grandparents’ service
in the Armed Forces, Keith joined the
Army in 2002. After graduating from
boot camp, he was assigned to the 1st
Battalion, 27th Infantry Regiment, 3rd
Brigade, 256th Infantry Division based
out of Schofield Barracks in Hawaii. He
was deployed to Iraq and served with
distinction for the duration of his 14-
month tour.

While serving in Iraq, Keith decided
to reenlist in the Army. After return-
ing to the States, Keith received train-
ing on how to identify and disarm ex-
plosives. Keith volunteered to serve a
second tour of duty in Iraq and was de-
ployed again in August of 2006. He was
scheduled to return home in February
of 2007.
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On December 2, 2006, Keith was serv-
ing as a machine gunner for an explo-
sive ordinance disposal team on their
way to clear a suspected roadside bomb
near the city of Taji. An improvised ex-
plosive device was triggered near the
humvee he was riding in, and Sergeant
Fiscus was killed instantly.

Contrary to his tough-looking tat-
toos and love of heavy metal music,
Keith was a fun-loving, caring, and sen-
sitive young man. He was described by
those that knew him as a hopeless ro-
mantic who loved the camaraderie of
the Army and spending time with fam-
ily and friends. He was also an avid
golfer and fisherman.

Sergeant Fiscus was also an excellent
soldier. He was an expert rifleman who
received numerous recognitions during
his Army career: Army Good Conduct
Medal, National Defense Service
Medal, Irag Campaign Medal, Global
War on Terrorism Service Medal, Army
Service Ribbon, Overseas Service Rib-
bon, and Combat Infantryman Badge.
The Purple Heart and the Bronze Star
were awarded posthumously.

I rise today to commemorate Keith,
to celebrate his life, and to offer his
family our support and our deepest
sympathy on their tragic loss.

SPECIALIST TRAVIS VAUGHN

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President,
today I would like to honor SPC Travis
Vaughn, who died on February 18, 2007,
in a helicopter crash while fighting in
Afghanistan. A Cedar Falls, IA, native,
Travis served proudly and with distinc-
tion during Operation Enduring Free-
dom.

With bravery and valor, Travis ac-
cepted the call to defend America
against those who seek to undermine
our values, our democracy, and our
way of life. In Afghanistan, he and oth-
ers from the 160th Special Operations
Aviation Regiment out of Fort Camp-
bell, KY, served their country in a dan-
gerous part of the world, helping to
make the rest of the world a safer
place. Sadly, Travis’s service to his
country cost him his life, forever earn-
ing him the gratitude of the American
people.

Travis is remembered fondly and will
be greatly missed. A longtime friend of
Travis recently said of him, ‘“‘He was
always there to help anybody that he
could and do whatever he could to
make people happy.” Still other
friends recalled Travis’s fondness for
adventurous recreational activities.
These qualities made Travis well-suit-
ed for military service, and certainly
we were fortunate to have a man of
such drive and ability serving in the
U.S. Army.

On behalf of all Iowans and people
throughout this country, I offer my
heartfelt condolences to Travis
Vaughn’s friends and family. In par-
ticular, my thoughts and prayers go
out to his wife Heather, his stepson
Taylin, his father Brad, and mother
Christine. They should know that the
entire Nation stands behind them dur-
ing this time of mourning. His loss is
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indeed tragic, but he will be remem-
bered as a hero and a patriot.

———

STOLEN VALOR ACT

Mr. CONRAD. Mr. President, I would
like to comment today on the Stolen
Valor Act of 2005 that was signed into
law by President Bush on December 20,
2006. I am extremely proud of author-
ing the Senate version of this legisla-
tion that ultimately became law. The
new law that has resulted from the
Stolen Valor Act strengthens and ex-
pands the protections for our Armed
Forces military service awards and
decorations.

Since the Stolen Valor Act was
signed into law, there have been re-
ports of concerns raised by medal col-
lectors, historians, museums, family
members that inherit medals, and per-
sons legitimately possessing, shipping,
or selling military service awards and
decorations. I would like to make it
clear for the RECORD that the intent
and effect of my legislation and the re-
sulting law is only to provide the tools
law enforcement need to prosecute
those fraudulently using military serv-
ice awards they did not earn through
service to our Armed Forces. It does
not in any way restrict legitimate pos-
session, use, shipment, or display of
these awards and decorations.

Before the law was enacted, my legis-
lation was reviewed by the Senate Ju-
diciary Committee, the House Judici-
ary Committee, the Department of Jus-
tice, and the Congressional Research
Service’s American Law Division. All
concluded that the Stolen Valor legis-
lation does not mnegatively impact
those legitimately in possession of
military service awards and decora-
tions.

Although the new law modifies title
18 USC, section 704, it does not impact
the legitimate purchase, sale, or pos-
session of medals. The key part of this
passage is the phrase, ‘‘except when au-
thorized under regulations made pursu-
ant to law.” That exception refers to 32
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),
section 507. I believe the concerns
raised by collectors and dealers of mili-
tary medals and memorabilia may
stem from lack of familiarity with the
CFR and its relationship to statutory
law. The CFR is the regulation that
implements and administers statutory
provisions, in this case, the provisions
of 18 USC section 704 as amended by
the Stolen Valor Act.

The CFR specifically states in sec-
tion 507.12(b), ‘“‘Mere possession by a
person of any of the articles prescribed
in Sec. 507.8 of this part is authorized
provided that such possession is not
used to defraud or misrepresent the
identification or status of the individ-
uals concerned.” According to numer-
ous legal experts consulted on the
drafting of the Stolen Valor legisla-
tion, ‘‘mere possession’ would include
family members who inherit medals,
museums, collectors, approved medals
dealers, historians, and other persons
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in possession or selling medals that do
not use them for fraudulent purposes.
In addition, CFR Sec. 507.8(a) indicates,
““the articles listed in paragraphs (a) (1)
through (10) of this section are author-
ized for manufacture and sale when
made in accordance with approved
specifications, purchase descriptions or
drawings.”’

The articles listed as authorized for
manufacture and sale in Sec. 507.8(a)
include decorations, service medals,
ribbons, lapel buttons, and badges with
the exception of the Medal of Honor.
The CFR allows for the sale of all U.S.
medals, except the Medal of Honor, and
insignia, provided that an official gov-
ernment manufacturer has made them
and that the Institute of Heraldry,
IOH, approved those pieces. Thus, the
Stolen Valor Act does not in any way
stop collectors or dealers from selling
or collecting officially made medals
and insignia, whether they were made
yesterday or 50 years ago.

In closing, I again want to assure
those legitimately in possession of sell-
ing, displaying, or shipping military
service awards that the Stolen Valor
Act is only directed at those who
fraudulently use military service
awards and decorations. I have been to
Walter Reed Hospital, Bethesda Naval
Hospital, and have awarded numerous
awards and decorations to soldiers and
veterans. These brave men and women
have given so much to ensure our free-
doms. I strongly believe protecting the
meaning and valor of military service
awards is a very important way we can
continue to honor their service and
sacrifice.

I ask wunanimous consent that a
memo from the American Law Division
at Congressional Research Service sup-
porting this analysis be printed in the
RECORD at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE,
Washington, DC, September 21, 2006.
To: Hon. Kent Conrad; Attention: Shawn
Ferguson.
From: John R. Luckey, Legislative Attor-
ney, American Law Division.
Subject: The Stolen Valor Act of 2005.

This memorandum is furnished in response
to your request for a review of the impact of
enactment of the Stolen Valor Act of 2005
upon collectors of military service medals
who are currently acting in compliance with
federal regulations. The Bill would amend
the federal criminal code expand the prohibi-
tion against wearing, manufacturing, or sell-
ing military decorations or medals without
legal authorization to prohibit purchasing,
soliciting. mailing, shipping, importing, ex-
porting, producing blank certificates of re-
ceipt for, advertising, trading, bartering, or
exchanging such decorations or medals with-
out authorization. It would prohibit falsely
representing oneself as having been awarded
any decoration or medal authorized by Con-
gress for the Armed Forces or any of the
service medals or badges. The penalties for
violations, if the offense involves a distin-
guished service cross, an Air Force Cross, a
Navy Cross, a silver star, or a Purple Heart,
would be increased.
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The current provision of title 18 states:

‘“SEC. 704. Military medals or decorations

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—Whoever Kknowingly
wears, manufactures, or sells any decoration
or medal authorized by Congress for the
aimed forces of the United States, or any of
the service medals or badges awarded to the
members of such forces, or the ribbon, but-
ton, or rosette of any such badge, decoration
or medal, or any colorable imitation thereof,
except when authorized under regulations
made pursuant to law, shall be fined under
this title or imprisoned not more than six
months, or both.”

The Bill would not affect the exception for
acts authorized by regulation. Therefore, it
appears accurate to conclude that if the ac-
tion of the collector was authorized by regu-
lation, the enactment of the Bill would not
affect that authorization.

We hope this information is responsive to
your request. If we may be of further assist-
ance, please call.

JOHN R. LUCKEY,
Legislative Attorney.

——
NATIONAL EYE DONOR MONTH

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, March is
National Eye Donor Month, an oppor-
tunity to celebrate the gift of sight, to
honor past donors and their families,
and to raise public awareness regarding
the importance of eye donation. We in
the Senate can help ensure a sufficient
supply of precious corneas by edu-
cating the public about the importance
of eye donation and encouraging more
Americans to become organ donors.

Last year, more than 46,000 Ameri-
cans had their lives renewed and rein-
vigorated through the miracle of cor-
neal transplantation. This surgical pro-
cedure gives those people who have
lost, or are losing, their vision the life-
changing gift of restored sight.

For more than 30 years, Teresa Wal-
ton, an Ohio resident, lived without
depth perception and with the stigma
of an altered appearance, because a
viral infection stole the vision in her
left eye. At the age of 15, while most
other children were enjoying high
school sports and anxiously awaiting
the day they could earn their driver’s
license, Teresa was unable to recognize
when someone approached her from the
left, nor could she easily navigate a set
of stairs.

Finally, in her forties, Teresa decided
it was time for a transplant. Because of
the transplant she received in Spring-
field, OH, the vision in Teresa’s left eye
was restored. With the return of her
depth perception, Teresa can now eas-
ily light the candles on her three
daughters’ birthday cakes. She is no
longer self-conscious about the appear-
ance of her left eye. And as a teacher,
she can now recognize when one of her
students is standing next to her.

Through the tireless efforts of the
eye banks located throughout the
country, and the coordinated efforts of
the Eye Bank Association of America,
Teresa Walton and thousands upon
thousands of Americans like her have
rediscovered the many joys full vision
affords.

The power of cornea transplantation
is evident in Teresa’s story, but it is
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